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Scriptures. Whatever demands for modification, therefore, 
may beset the tenet that the Bible is the seat of authority 
in matters of Christian faith and practice, we are thankful 
that it points out the necessity of a biblico- circumferential 
view of Scripture and a christo centric rest of faith. 



SOME RECENT CRITICISMS OF THE PAULINE 

EPISTLES. 

By Professor Alfred Williams Anthoky, 

Cobb Divinity School, Lewiston, Me. 

In an article appearing in the Student some time ago I 
mentioned five important critics who have impugned the gen- 
uineness of- the Epistle to the Galatians. Within the year 
criticism upon this and other Pauline epistles has been varied 
and interesting. 

We have entered a new region of critical trade-winds. 
The Higher Criticism blows from another quarter upon the 
books of the New Testament. "Historical Criticism," 
strictly so-called, has heeded chiefly the environment of 
books and documents, the historical conditions of their times, 
and the local influences afifecting their authors. Such his- 
torical criticism received at one time the chief emphasis. 
Then distinctively "Literary Criticism" usurped attention. 
It employed the results of the Lower Criticism, heeded gram- 
matical structure, the choice and arrangement of words, the 
rhetorical features of sentences, and all the prevailing char- 
acteristics of an author's style ; it based its conclusions upon 
comparisons of style between writings of the same author and 
writings of different authors. At length a kind of Dogmatic 
Criticism has sought to engage attention. This busies itself 
less with historical surroundings, less with literary forms, but 
more with matter. The thought involved, logical sequence, 
natural and philosophical development, — these are the sub- 
jects of its investigation and critical analysis. 
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While the Historical Criticism, seeking to employ the his- 
torical imagination, may have at times follow eH too far the 
inferences suggested by local coloring ; while Literary Criti- 
cism, relying upon prevailing forms and favorite expressions 
in an author's style, may have been ready to allow too little 
to changing moods, and differing themes, and altered periods 
in life, and new influences ; Dogmatic Criticism, tied to its 
own appointed criterion of what is logical, appropriate and 
natural to say, coldly, — even stupidly, — ignores the eccen- 
tricities which may accompany genius, forgets the crudities 
and awkward transitions which may legitimately flow from an 
unformed, inapt writer, and leaves no place for the action of 
emotion in swaying the mind abruptly and even erratically 
from a direct, consistent line of logical statement. Dogmatic 
Criticism, however confident it may be in itself of its posi- 
tions, does not appeal so strongly to an impartial judge as do 
the other methods of criticism. They reach out after facts, 
arrange and array data which have a necessary, intrinsic 
evidence and weight in favor of certain conclusions, although 
all minds will not feel the weight and appreciate the evidence 
to the same extent; but Dogmatic Criticism appeals to its 
own self-consciousness rather than to a display of marshalled 
witnesses, makes its own ipse dixit, declares such a thing as 
appropriate and possible and such another thing as inappro- 
priate and therefore impossible. Historical and Literary 
Criticism are objective in their methods; Dogmatic Criticism 
is subjective. Historical and Literary Criticism may be 
argued with; Dogmatic Criticism can only be ridiculed or 
left alone, for de gustibus nil disputandum. 

It is Dogmatic Criticism which has of late assailed the gen- 
uineness of the chief Pauline Epistles. Daniel Volter's 
contentions, which were described in my previous article, are 
of this character. A writer in the October number of The 
Critical Review says of him, ' ' He knows exactly what St. 
Paul could or could not have said, and what he ought to have 
said and done, and whenever his own Paul and that of the 
New Testament come into collision it requires no prophetic 
insight to foretell what will happen; " and again, " His crit- 
icism is of a very subjective kind ; his method is vitiated by 
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extreme arbitrariness, and his range of vision is of the most 
limited description." So it may be said of all the dogmatic 
critics. They are subjective, arbitrary. 

Professor R. Steck of Berne, Switzerland, before Volter, 
had attacked the Epistle to the Galatians in a volume of 
nearly four hundred pages. With his dogmatism Prof. Steck 
employed also some degree of literary criticism. Noting 
likenesses between the Epistles of Paul and the writings of 
Seneca, he attempted to show that the Epistle to the Gala- 
tians was simply an imitation of Seneca. But he has been 
answered, by Lindmann in Switzerland anh Gloel in Ger- 
many, and also by Prof. Mead, an American, formerly 
professor at Andover Theological Seminary, now residing 
abroad. Prof. Mead proves that Paul's Epistles are even 
better authenticated than are Seneca's writings, and that if 
the similarities between them are so great as to imply the de- 
pendence of one upon the other, Paul's must be deemed the 
earlier and better attested writings, and Seneca's but an imi- 
tation composed by some unknown person under Seneca's 
name. But this alternative is not necessary. Paul's and 
Seneca's writings are sufficiently unlike to stand alone, and 
are both sufficiently authenticated to be received as genuine. 
Prof. Mead, writing in the Beweis des Glaubens for January, 
1 89 1, says in conclusion, "The Pauline Letters are much 
better testified to than Seneca's works. The evidences in 
favor of the former are older and more numerous, even if 
numerically the witnesses are fewer. Clement and Polycarp 
are more firmly established than Quintilian ; but yet no sen- 
sible man distrusts the authenticity of the works of Quintilian 
or of Seneca. Still less has a reasonable man any cause for 
doubting the character of Paul's epistles." 

In this connection it is interesting to notice an article of a 
similar purport by Mrs. Mead, wife of the Professor, — which 
appeared in the July number of the Bibliotheca Sacra, entitled 
"External Evidences as to Cicero's Writings and Paul's." 
This is a wholesome essay in the domain of legitimate his- 
torical criticism. It is interesting to find a husband and wife 
employed in the same scholarly pursuit, along the same lines, 
with methods and spirit so similar. Mrs. Mead arrays the 
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evidence for Cicero's orations and the evidence for Paul's 
Epistles side by side, and concludes justly that she has 
shown ' ' how much more strongly attested by external evi- 
dence are the writings of the obscure Apostle to the Gentiles 
than those of the chief classic author." 

It will be remembered that, when the critical methods of 
the English Deists were prevalent, and the conclusions of the 
Tiibingen School were about to be discharged upon the world, 
the afterward famous Archbishop Whately published a work 
entitled " Historic Doubts relative to Napoleon Bonaparte," 
which, by employing the same rules as the skeptical critics 
employed, proved conclusively that Napoleon the First could 
never have existed, while Napoleon had ceased his campaigns 
scarcely a score of years before ! There has issued from the 
press this year a publication which reminds one of Whately's 
" Historic Doubts." It appears in both English and German. 
The English is published at Edinburgh ; the German bears 
the impress of Erlangen and Leipzig. Neither appears to be 
a translation of the other, and yet each seems to be the pro- 
duct of the same mind. The author hides his identity under 
fictitious names, in the German calling himself Carl Hese- 
damm and in English E. D. Mc Reals ham. Professor Bissell, 
in the Hartford Seminary Record for October, defines the pur- 
pose of the book in these words : "It was written as a 
travesty on current methods of Pentateuchal criticism, and 
there is no denying that it has hit the bull's eye." Professor 
Marcus Dods, of Edinburgh, says in The Critical Review, 
' ' The intention of the writer is to burlesque the dissection of 
the Pauline epistles which has come to be so much in vogue 
in Germany." Both of those statements may be true, because 
the method of dissecting the Pauline epistles referred to is so 
similar to the methods of analysis employed in Pentateuchal 
criticism. It may be objected, however, that Prof. Dods 
speaks of Germany in a somewhat loose sense; the dissec- 
tions of which he claims are less German than Dutch. 
Pierson and Loman, pioneers in thus assailing the Pauline 
epistles, are pure Dutchmen, and Volter, most eminent in his 
assaults, while German by birth, is a professor in a Dutch 
university. Indeed it may be said that the modern adverse 
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criticism of the four chief epistles of Paul emanates from the 
Dutch School of critics. They seem, however, to have se- 
cured their method from the example of Welhausen and 
Kuenen in Pentateuchal analysis. 

The burlesquing work by "E. D. McRealsham" is en- 
titled ' ' Romans Dissected. A Critical Analysis of the 
Epistle to the Romans." The author selects certain phrases, 
exactly as do critics of the Pentateuch, and shows how with 
them it is not only easy, but, if consistent with the theory 
adopted, necessary to distribute the entire epistle among dif- 
ferent authors. According to this distinction one writer is 
found who uses the name of "God" almost exclusively for 
Deity and makes obedience to the law the ground of salva- 
tion. This author is represented by G'. Another writer, G' 
uses the same designation for Deity but makes faith in God 
as the ground of salvation. A third employs the name 
"Jesus Christ" for Deity and makes salvation depend upon 
faith in Christ's death; he is represented by JC; while a 
fourth, — CJ, because using the name "Christ Jesus," dwells 
chiefly upon a new life in connection with the Spirit. " Mr. 
McRealsham " takes all the necessary steps for proving that 
G' wrote between 80 and 90 A. D., G" between 100 and no, 
JC between 115 and 125, and CJ between 130 and 140, and 
that some Redacter compiled these writings into the present 
form in about 150 A. D. 

This criticism is purely a concoction. It is wholly subjec- 
tive, the result of a man's own cogitations within the walls of 
his own study. It shows how unsound and dangerous all 
purely dogmatic criticism must be. What man is there, put- 
ing pen to paper, who could not have written differently from 
what he does and nearer to another's liking than he has ! 
And yet shall every man, whose style does not suit his neigh- 
bor, be pronounced on that ground unreal and his writings 
declared spurious? Such would be the legitimate conclusion 
of Dogmatic Criticism. If we follow much of the destructive 
criticism to its consistent conclusion we believe nothing save 
what our own eyes behold, whether we be told that it occurred 
in a nighbor's house or a decade ago or nineteen centuries in 
the past. One phase of modern critical insanity is to accept 
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no testimony, to rely wholly upon the individual, in phil- 
osophy and religion, isolating self entirely from another's 
experience. This is empiricism run mad. Such as this seems 
to be, in these last days, most of the adverse criticism di- 
rected against the New Testament books. How much of the 
critical skill expended upon the first six books of the Old Tes- 
tament is of the same kind, students of the Old Testament 
seem as yet unable to determine. But in it all it is a whole- 
some thing to be drawn back upon historical methods where 
sure footing can be found. 

So far as my eye can discern, the Epistles of Paul during 
the past year have lost nothing of their lustre and firm setting 
in the Book which God still seems to have given to the world. 
Their genuineness and value indeed are the better attested 
when they have again withstood a serious attack. It is worth 
something to the world of earnest, truth-seeking men to have 
the by-paths and cross-roads of speculation and investigation 
all followed, all traced out to their final termination, in order 
that the true and plain highway may be known to be the only 
highway. When men have learned that a by-path leads to a 
cul-de-sac they will not care to enter it again. Every critical 
escapade, therefore, however rash and fruitless in its results, 
has this compensation at least : it enables the world to put up 
one more pair of bars at turns in the road, where travelers 
might go astray had not exploration proved the by-path 
wrong ; and it gives every believing man increased confidence 
to fiind all other hypotheses ending in failure. By the prin- 
ciple of exclusion, when all suppositions to the contrary are 
proved untenable, then the original proposition is established. 
In these latter days, by the exploitation of every new critical 
device, we are making sure progress toward a fiirmer, more 
settled faith. 



